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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)|3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) 1-18 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) M8 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 


3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Examiner notes that no claims have been amended, cancelled or added. Claims 
not explicitly addressed herein are found to be addressed within prior Office Action 
dated 1 July 2004 as reiterated herein below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

3. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent 5,935,207 to Logue in view of US Patent 5,796,952 to Davis. 

4. Regarding Claims 1 & 13, Logue discloses a data-collection system for collecting 
data about a user through monitoring user interaction on a data-packet-network 
comprising: a proxy server connected to the data-packet-network for providing user 
access to the proxy services and for monitoring user access and interaction with those 
services; parsing applicable data resulting from the user activity and transactions; a 
dedicated server interface connected to the data-packet-network for providing user 
access to the proxy services; and a software application running on the proxy server for 
collecting and storing data obtained as a result of active user-interaction with the proxy 
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services in a secure an organized fashion; and incorporating the recorded data for the 
purpose of creating a multifaceted user profile, (Abstract; Col. 2, lines 19-46; Col. 5, 
lines 10-30; Col. 11, lines 35-67; and Col. 12, lines 1-40). 

5. Logue does not specifically disclose the continued monitoring of post-access 
online user activity and transactions, (as required by Newly Amended pending Claims 1 
&13). 

6. Davis discloses a method and apparatus for tracking client interaction with a 
network resource and creating client profiles and resource database, (Title & Abstract). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention by 
Applicant to incorporate the monitoring technique of Davis into the Logue method. The 
motivation to combine is found within Logue's use of a "site tracking list" which 
organizes data so as to provide hit tracking information to remote site administrators, 
(Col. 5, lines 10-30). As Logue already teaches the monitoring and storage of some 
user interaction for purposes of generating reports of the same, it would have been 
obvious to monitor and store all user interaction for purposes of generating various 
other types of reports. Thus, Claims 1 & 13 are unpatentable over the combined 
teachings of Logue in view of Davis. 

7. Regarding all dependant claims, Examiner notes that the teachings of Logue in 
view of Davis relative to Claims 1 & 13 are assumed incorporated therein. 

8. Regarding Claims 2 and 14, Logue discloses a data-collection system wherein 
the data-packet-network is the Internet network, (Col. 2, lines 19-46; Col. 3, lines 66-67; 
and Col. 4, lines 1-2). 
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9. Regarding Claim 3, Logue discloses a data-collection system wherein the proxy 
server and a dedicated server interface are maintained by a same service-providing 
entity, (Col. 4, lines 2-19 and Col. 6, lines 42-59). 

10. Regarding Claim 4, Logue discloses a data-collection network wherein the 
dedicated server interface is dedicated to providing cobrand services to users of a 
cobrand partner, (Fig. 5A and 5B; Col. 6, lines 62-67; and Col. 7, lines 1-43). 

1 1 . Regarding Claim 5, Logue discloses a data-collection system wherein the proxy 
services include a data-collection, aggregation and summary service, (Abstract; Col. 5, 
lines 10-30; Col. 9, lines 20-67; Col. 10, lines 1-67; and Col. 11, lines 1-34). 

12. Regarding Claim 6, Logue discloses a data-collection system wherein there are a 
plurality of dedicated server interfaces, individual ones of such interfaces dedicated to 
individual ones of a plurality of participating cobrand partners, (Col. 2, lines 19-46 and 
Col. 4, lines 14-19). 

13. Regarding Claim 7, Logue discloses a data-collection system wherein the 
software application collects demographic data, account-information data, and on-line 
behavior data, (Abstract; Col. 3, lines 38-44; and Col. 5, lines 13-30). 

14. Regarding Claim 8, Logue discloses a data-collection system wherein the 
collected data about a user is used to construct a multifaceted user profile, (Abstract; 
Col. 3, lines 38-44; and Col. 5, lines 13-30). 

15. Regarding Claim 9, Logue discloses a data-collection system wherein the data- 
collection is performed in an entirely automated fashion, (Col. 8, lines 45-67; Col. 9, 
lines 1-18; and Col. 12, lines 1-4). 
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16. Regarding Claim 10, Logue discloses a data-collection system wherein additional 
data obtained through non-automated method is added to the data collected 
automatically in order to increase the scope of a multifaceted user profile, (Col. 5, lines 
10-30). 

17. Regarding Claim 1 1 , Logue discloses a data-collection system wherein assembly 
of the multifaceted user profile is automated, (Col. 8, lines 45-67; Col. 9, lines 1-18; and 
Col. 12, lines 1-4). 

18. Regarding Claim 12, Logue discloses a data-collection system wherein the 
assembled multifaceted user profile is periodically updated in an automated fashion, 
(Col. 8, lines 45-67; Col. 9, lines 1-18; and Col. 12, lines 1-4). 

19. Regarding Claims 15 and 16, Logue discloses a data-collection method wherein 
the monitoring step includes the monitoring of transactions including purchases, site 
registrations, and orders for summary data, (Claim 15); and the user activity includes 
activity at an interfacing server, (Claim 16), (Col. 2, lines 19-46; Col. 5, lines 10-67; and 
Col. 6, lines 1-59). 

20. Regarding Claims 17 and 18, Logue discloses a data-collection method wherein 
the recording of applicable data is done to a data repository external (Claim 17), or 
internal (Claim 18), to the server recording the data, (Col. 4, lines 14-19, 53-57 and Col. 
6, lines 42-46). 

21 . Thus, Claims 2-12 and 14-18 are unpatentable over the combined the combined 
teachings of Logue in view of Davis. 
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Response to Arguments 

22. Applicant's arguments filed 1 September 2004, have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant's arguments do not comply with 37 CFR 1.111 (c) 
because they do not clearly point out the patentable novelty which he or she thinks the 
claims present in view of the state of the art disclosed by the references cited or the 
objections made. Further, they do not show how the Amendment avoids such 
references or objections. 

23. In response to Applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091 , 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). Specifically, Examiner notes that Logue in view of Davis discloses monitoring 
post-access user activity, (Davis), via a proxy server, (Logue), as noted herein above. 

24. Regarding Applicant's argument that Logue fails to monitor user access, 
Examiner finds this to be incorrect noting Logue's teaching of a proxy server, wherein 
user access is monitored generally for statistical data, (Col. 5, lines 10-30), or 
specifically in order to determine which websites to store, (Col. 1, lines 30-36). 

25. Thus, as Examiner has completely addressed Applicant's amendment, and 
finding Applicant's arguments do not show how the Amendment avoids such references 
or objections, Examiner hereby rejects all claims in their entirety. 

26. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

27. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Arrienne M. Lezak whose telephone number is (571)- 
272-3916. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571)-272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Arrienne M. Lezak 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2143 
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